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We find that a coherent-droplet model with long-range pion exchange successfully fits the forward
peak structure of the differential cross sections for m+p—pOA+ +, wtp—fOAT + 1= p—p%, wtp—ptp, pp—nAtt,
K=p—K*(890)n, and K—p—K*(890) p. For —#'<0.02 (GeV /c)?, the measured differential cross sections
exhibit anomalous behaviors: spikes and dips and no structure. The different behaviors are explained
mainly by the kinematic structure of pion-pole residues. In some of the reactions, the known magnitude of
the pion-pole residue leads us to expect structures near # =0 which require data with higher statistical
precision for confirmation. In #*p—f9A+ * at 8 GeV /¢, our model can explain the absence of an anomaly
near =0 in terms of the large distance from the physical region to the pion pole. However, this distance
decreases with increasing energy, and our model predicts structure near ¢ =0 in #+p—f0A*T + at 16 GeV /c.

I. INTRODUCTION

ECENT experiments'—® with high statistical pre-

cision give the shapes of the differential cross

sections of a number of quasi-two-body reactions in the
region —#'<0.06 (GeV/c)? (see Figs. 2 and 3).

There is a steep rise in the ntp—pdAt + data* for
—1'<0.03 (GeV/c)? A similar spike has been seen
previously in #p charge exchange® and in the =+ photo-
production.® In these reactions, the spike for —#<0.02
(GeV/c)? has been shown to be a consequence of pion
exchange dominating large-impact-parameter colli-
sions.”®

There is, however, no spike in the +p—f0A* + data.!
Furthermore, a dip is seen in the #=p—p" data.? This
variety of shapes is interesting because pion exchange
is allowed in these reactions also.

In this paper we show that all the observed spikes
and dips for —#'<0.03 (GeV/c)? can be explained very
simply by the effects of long-range pion exchange. By
long-range pion ‘exchange we mean the high partial
waves of the pion-exchange scattering amplitudes calcu-
lated using the Feynman diagram of Fig. 1(a). Indeed,
the variety of structures is explained mainly by mass,
spin, and isospin effects.
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Long-range pion exchange contributes only for —#' <
0.06 (GeV/c)2 To include this contribution and to
understand the data over a larger region of #, a model
for the low partial waves is necessary. In previous work,
Byers” has shown that the coherent-droplet model with
long-range pion exchange can explain the #p charge-
exchange differential cross section for 0>{>—0.5
(GeV/c)2 Chou® has proposed a modified coherent-
droplet model for photoproduction, and general two-
body inelastic processes. This modified droplet model
with long-range pion exchange describes well the =t
photoproduction differential cross section for 0>¢>
—0.8 (GeV/c)2 We give a possible extension of the
coherent-droplet model to quasi-two-body reactions.
However, in the approximation which we use, namely,
that initial- and final-state elastic scattering is the same,
this model is just the original droplet model of Byers
and Yang.!*

We apply the coherent-droplet model with long-range
pion exchange to the following reactions:

(A) Trp—p"At T,

(B) Trp—fP AT,

(C) T p—>p'n,

(D) wtp—ptp,

(E) pponAt,

(F) K—p—K*(890)n,
(G) K—p—K*=(890) p.

The model gives good fits to the data for —¢ <0.3
(GeV/c)? for all these reactions.

In reactions which have large mass changes at both
pion vertices, the long-range pion contribution peaks
sharply at 6=0°. Long-range pion exchange can account
for the slope and magnitude of the spike in w+p—p’AtT +
at 8 GeV/c. In wrp—fOAT+ at 8 GeV/c, the physical
region is farther from the pion pole than in 7+p—pPA* +
at 8 GeV/c. As a result, the long-range pion contribu-

9T, T. Chou, Phys. Rev. 176, 2041 (1968).
1 N, Byers and C. N. Yang, Phys. Rev. 142, 976 (1966).
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tion is both broader and smaller than in #tp—plA* +,
This long-range pion contribution is consistent with the
data.

As the energy increases, however, the physical region
moves closer to the pion pole. Between 8 and 16
(GeV/c)? in w+p—fO0AT ) the long-range pion contribu-
tion at #=0 remains roughly constant, while its half-
width decreases. Our model predicts in #tp—f0A* + at
16 GeV/c a spike similar in shape to that seen in 7tp—
oAt + at 8 GeV/c if there is no interference between
long-range pion exchange and small-impact-parameter
partial-wave amplitudes. The shape and magnitude of
the spike is sensitive to this interference.

The other five reactions have a mass change at only
one vertex. At the other vertex the nucleon goes straight
through. In these reactions the single-helicity-flip pion
amplitudes dominate, causing the long-range pion con-
tribution to dip in the forward direction and to peak
near ¢'=—0.015 (GeV/c)2 Such structure is indicated
by the data for #~p—p"% and is consistent with the data
for ntp—ptp, K—p—K**(890)n, and pp—nAt +311112
However, this structureis not seen in K—p—K*~(890) p.11
By isospin conservation, the pion contributions to
K=p—K*=(890) p are four times smaller than to K—p—
K*(890)n. The large —# data indicate that the low-
partial-wave contributions to K—p—K*—(890)p are
larger and, indeed, swamp the pion contributions even
at small —7'.

In Sec. II we discuss an important kinematic con-
sideration. In Sec. ITI we discuss the main assumptions
of our model. In Secs. IV and V we give detailed dis-
cussions of the partial-wave amplitudes in our model,
while in Sec. VI we discuss the scattering amplitudes.
In Sec. VII we apply our analysis to seven reactions
and discuss our fits. In Sec. VIIT we discuss the energy
dependence of long-range pion exchange. We have
included two appendices on the kinematic structure of
pion helicity vertex functions. One appendix discusses
the kinematic structure for particles of arbitrary mass,
spin, and parity; the other gives detailed expressions
for the special cases analyzed in this paper. We have
also included an appendix which gives simple, approx-
imate expressions for the long-range pion contribution
to scattering amplitudes. These expressions are useful
for numerical calculations.

II. IMPORTANT KINEMATIC CONSIDERATION

In this paper we discuss, at finite energies, reactions
a+b—c-+d where ¢ or d or both are broad resonances.
In our notation s=(pa+p)? and = (p,—p.)2. The
minimum physical value of —¢, that is, —¢ at 6=0°,

1 Aachen-Berlin-CERN-London (I.C.) -Vienna Collaboration,
Nucl. Phys. B7, 111 (1968) ; B5, 567 (1968).

z2H.C. Dehne J. Diaz, K. Stromer A. Schmitt, W. P. Swanson,
% B601;acka G. Kmes and G. Wolf Nuovo Cimento 53A, 233
1968
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is —#min. At large energies,

bmin=

ma?) [s— (mams2—miPma?)
X (mli—ml+m—msd) /s>+0(s7%). (1)

The c.m. scattering angle is # and the c.m. three-
momenta of initial- and final-state particles are p and p’,
respectively. The helicities are Ay, Ns, A;, and Aq.

When ¢ or d are resonances, fmin has a range of values.
Consequently, the differential cross section for small ¢
is dominated by this kinematic effect when data are
plotted against £. To eliminate this effect, the data are
plotted against the variable!®

—_ (ma2_._ mc2) (mb2__

tl—':—-t'— lmin- (2)
The relation of ¢’ to the c.m. scattering angle is
V'=—4pp’ sin2(30). 3)

To simplify our discussion, we shall refer to the
eikonal approximation to the partial-wave expansion.
We define the impact parameter to be b= (J+31)/
(pp")¥2. Then the partial-wave sums for the helicity
scattering amplitudes may be approximated by

Foy(s,0)=p' /am (b, )Im(bv/—1t)bdb, (4)

where {A}=1{X\;, Ag; Ao, Mo} and AN=N—Ng—A+Ap. 14
Note from (4) that ¢ rather than ¢ is the variable con-
jugate to b. This is due to the relation (3). In actual
numerical calculations, partial-wave sums were used.

III. MODEL

Our model is a physical assumption for the partial-
wave amplitudes ax (b, 5) in high-energy quasi-two-body
scattering. The interacting hadrons are assumed to be
extended objects. We use the eikonal picture in which a
ray passes through an effective matter distribution. At
high energies, the bulk of the matter is confined within
a disk of radius a. This radius is (roughly) determined
from elastic scattering. In our model the core of radius @
is surrounded by a pion cloud.

For collisions with large impact parameter, b>>a,
scattering is mainly due to the pion cloud. For these
collisions, we use the Born approximation for pion ex-
change.

For collisions with small impact parameter, b <a, the
matter distributions of the colliding hadrons overlap
appreciably. Many different short-range interactions
can contribute. To take into account all mechanisms
that can contribute to low partial waves, we use
coherent-droplet-model amplitudes.

Our model applies at such energies that the wave-

13 See, e.g., Refs. 1-3. See also J. T. Donahue, Nuovo Cimento
55A, 527 (1968)

14 We use the partial-wave expansion for helicity amplitudes
given by M. Jacob and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 7, 404
(1959): Fx;(o)-—-(l/p)ZJ(]—l—z)ap\ Jdr,7 (6). Using —¢ =4pp’

sin?(30) and the high-J and small- angle limit of dy,7, namely,
dx,,f(o)’\’],,_x[(]—i—z)Z sin6], we find (4) with b as given,
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lengths of the interacting particles are small compared
to the interaction volume. Under these conditions the
low partial waves are most strongly affected by short-
range interactions, and use of simple pion exchange for
the low partial waves is unreasonable. Our model, then,
applies for laboratory momenta higher than a few
GeV/e.
Briefly our assumptions are:

(a) High partial waves, b>>a, are given by the Born
approximation for pion exchange; we call these partial
waves long-range pion exchange.

(b) Low partial waves, b Sa, are of the coherent-
droplet-model form.

(c) The transition between these two forms is smooth.

IV. LONG-RANGE PION EXCHANGE

In this section we calculate the high-partial-wave
amplitudes for pion exchange in the Born approxima-
tion. We take the Born approximation to be the Feyn-
man amplitude for Fig. 1(a). For the reactions we
consider, there is only one independent coupling mode
for each vertex that satisfies Lorentz invariance and
parity conservation. We choose the coupling modes
given in Table I. There is only one coupling constant
at each vertex. For unstable particles, we evaluate the
coupling constants using the relations between the
coupling constants and the decay widths given by the
Feynman diagram in Fig. 1(b).

The helicity amplitudes for one-pion exchange
(OPE) have the form

FpyOPE(s, 1) = NV (s, ) Vaan (5, 1) / (t—u?),  (5)

where N is a kinematic factor,”® u is the pion mass, and
the V,, are vertex functions given in Table I. The
technique for performing the partial-wave decomposi-
tion of (5) is well known.!s With b= (J+3)/(pp’)V? we
find that, for />>1 and pp">> (u?—fmin) , the partial-wave

a ¢
™
b d Fic. 1. Feynman diagrams: (a)
(a) for pion exchange in the process
a+b—c+d and (b) for the decay
c—a+.

(b) ~

18 F'ryy are normalized so that
do/d2=[1/(2S.+1) 25+1)] (g [ Foyl.
The kinematic factors are given by
N=(1/8w+/s) (¢'/p)*"
= (1/4m/s) (p'/p)V*(mm") 1>
= (1/2a0/s) (' / )12 (mamymema) >

where m and m’ are fermion masses.

16 See, e.g., L. Durand, III, and Y. T. Chiu, Phys. Rev. 139,
B646 (1965).

(boson-boson),
(boson-fermion),

(fermion-fermion),
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Tasre 1. Definitions of coupling constants and values obtained
from partial widths. e, is a spin-1 polarization vector, e, is a
spin-2 polarization tensor, » and #, are spinors for the spin-3
and spin-3 particles, respectively. The V), are evaluated ex-
plicitly in Appendix B.

Partial

Strength  widths

Vertex Vacra g2/4r  (MeV)
ppm Eopr (P, N)vsu(p, N) 14.4 e
o 2gpmmeu(p'y N) p* 2.4 125
forta— (4g ontn—/ms0) 4y (P, ') pPp* 2.5 94
K=K 1% 2ggsx-0e.(p", N) p* 0.75 15
KWKzt 2ggsg-rie(p', N) p* 1.50 30
At Fprt (At pet/ma)Tu (P, N) pru(p,N)  29.0 120

2 Particle Data Group, Rev. Mod. Phys. 40, 77 (1968).

amplitudes are
an (b, ) = —[(=1)7*M/p IN V. (s, #)
) X V)\d)\b (S; ﬂ2) KA)\ (Nlb) ] (6)

,u' = (.“2“ tmin) 172 (7)

and K,(x) is the modified Bessel function.”” The quan-
tity u'? is the distance from the physical region to the
pion pole. The V3, are evaluated in the c.m. frame with
s fixed and ¢ continued to the unphysical point ¢=p2.
In our analysis, we use the central values of the reso-
nance masses.

For u'd> | AN |, o °FE has the form
apnOPE (b, s) =Ry (3m) V2 et/ (w'D) V2],
where
Royr=—[(=1)72M/p"INVya, (s, 13 Vaa (s, %) . (9)

R\y™ is just the pion-pole residue, aside from a multi-
plicative factor.

In our model, the partial-wave amplitudes have the
form (8) for b>a. We refer to these high partial waves
as long-range pion exchange (LRPE). If | A\ | >u'd,
the partial waves of the Born approximation for d~a
are larger than (8). However, we always use (8) to
estimate LRPE because we believe the large values of
K, in this range of b are a consequence of unphysical
singularities in Born partial-wave amplitudes at §=0.

The scattering amplitudes in our model have a pole
at =u2 For elastic scattering it has been proved that
if partial-wave amplitudes have the asymptotic be-
havior e=#/(ub)/2, then the scattering amplitude has a
pole at {=u2” That proof can be extended to inelastic
scattering. This is done simply by replacing ¢ by ¢’ and
u by u’. In this way one can prove that if the partial-
wave amplitudes have the asymptotic bebavior

where

©)

17 Handbook of Mathematical Functions, edited by M.
Abramowitz and I. Stegun (Dover, New York, 1965).
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TasLE II. Pion helicity vertex functions in the limit p.~2p,~  with ¢ finite.

Vertex Ae A Vaora

1~ 0~ 0~ 1 0 —gear2/ (—%1)
0 0 goar(ma2—mP—1) /m,

2+ 0~ 0~ 2 0 — (8ean/ms) 28
1 0 - (gcar/Mp)[(maz_mcz’—t) /mcjz'\/(_t)
0 0 (4oan/me) { (V2/V3) [ (ma2—me—1) /2me P+ (/+/6) }

3t 3t 0~ H 3 Zoar (e—Ma) [2+/ (meta)
3 =% —ZearV/ (—1)/2+/ (mctma)

Al 3 0~ b =3 (Gean/me) | 8/2+/ (2mema) ]
H 3 — (goar/me) Lime+ma) v/ (—1) /2+/ (2meima) ]
3 -3 (gear/me) {[(maz_mcz*t) /2m¢] —3% (me+ma) }/ (—1) [/ (6mame)
% é‘ Egcar/mc\/(émcfna) _][:(mc+ma) [(maz_mcz—t) /ch]—-%t:l

e #%/(u'd)?, then the scattering amplitude has a pole
at '=p"% By Eqs. (2) and (7), '=p"? is equivalent to
i=pu2.

The LRPE contribution to the differential cross sec-
tion can peak or dip at #/=0 depending on the relative
magnitudes of the pion-pole residues in amplitudes with
AN=0 compared to the residues in amplitudes with
| A\ | #£0. From (9) we see that the helicity dependence
of the Ry is determined by Vi, (s, u2) and Vy, (s, u?).

In Appendix A we give the general helicity depend-
ence of Vi, (s, ) for particles of arbitrary mass, spin,
and parity. We show that near =0, the helicity depend-
ence of V), (s,?) is sensitive to me—m,. For ma.%me
and the spins and parities of ¢ and ¢ arbitrary, we show

that for ¢ sufficiently small,
| Vana (55 8) [nenat=n> | Vanar (5, 8) [norrarimnia. (10)

For me=m,, s. arbitrary, and s =0 or §, we show, for ¢
sufficiently small and the parities the same, that

V(5,8

Petal=todd) > | Vaena’ (8, £) | 1n.rore’ 1= (even)-

(11)

For the same conditions on the masses, spins, and ¢, but
with the parities opposite, we show that

| Ve (5, 8) [ nerat=tevem > | Vaunar (5, 1) |iner—na’i=(oaa).
(12)

In Appendix B we give detailed expressions for the
particular vertex functions that we use. Since the
general expressions are complicated, we give in Table II
expressions for these vertex functions in the limit
| pa| = | p.| = with ¢ finite.

For the unequal-mass vertices we consider, the mass
difference is large compared to the pion mass. From
Table II we see that for these vertices the inequality
(10) is satisfied at {=p? The only equal-mass vertex
we consider is the nucleon-nucleon vertex. For this case,
when A\.=X\s, V., is zero for all ¢ if | p. | = | p. |, and is
finite but very small if | p.| 22| pal|. Vaor, is propor-
tional to 4/(—#) when | Ac—\q| =1. At high energies

in the c.m. frame for the scattering process ¢+ b—c-+d,
| pe| 22| pa|, so that the nucleon-nucleon vertex func-
tion with | Ae—A;| =1 dominates the vertex function
with A= A,.

Using (10) and the special properties of the nucleon-
nucleon vertex functions, we place quasi-two-body reac-
tions into two classes. Class I consists of reactions in
which | me—m, | >u and | my—mq | >u. From (10),
we find that the largest R™ has AA=0 and A\,=X, and
M =Ag. Class II consists of reactions with a large mass
change at one vertex while the nucleon passes straight
through at the other vertex. Equation (10), together
with the special properties of the nucleon-nucleon ver-
tex, leads to the result that the largest Rp™ has \g=X\,
at the vertex for which | me—m. | >u, and | \—Na | =1
at the nucleon-nucleon vertex. Thus in Class-II reac-
tions the largest Rp™ has | AN | =1. As we shall show,
the different helicity dependence of the pion-pole
residue in Class-I and Class-IT reactions leads to a
forward peak in the LRPE contribution in Class-I
reactions and to a forward dip in Class-II reactions.

In order to calculate the effects of LRPE on differen-
tial cross sections, we must consider the low partial
waves. We do this in Sec. V.

V. LOW PARTIAL WAVES

An extension of the coherent-droplet (CD) model to
inelastic scattering is®®

anCP(d, s) =KpblaN / dz exp[216,(— w0—3) ]

XP(b,z) exp[2i8;(z—x)], (13)

where Ky, is an energy-dependent constant. The factor
bIAM represents the assumption that glancing collisions

18 This model is an extension to quasi-two-body reactions of
the coherent-droplet model introduced for charge exchange by
Byers and Yang (Ref. 10). We use the notation of Chou (Ref. 9).
See also extensions of the droplet model to elastic scattering:
T. T. Chou and C. N. Yang, Phys. Rev. 170, 1591 (1968); and
in High Energy Physics and Nuclear Structure, edited by G.
Alexander (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1967), pp. 348-359.
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are more effective in producing helicity flips.” The beam
direction is along the z axis. P(b, 2) is the probability
that the scattering occurs at position z and impact
parameter b. The factor exp[2:8;(— «—=2)] gives the
absorption of the beam before scattering and
exp[[218;(3— )| gives the absorption after scattering.
Following Chou,’ we assume

P(ba Z) =[Pi(b7 Z)pf(b, Z) ]1127

where the p(b, 2) are taken to be the hadronic matter
density functions of the initial and final states. The
absorption factors are given by

(14)

218;(— wo—2) = (const) /z dz pi(b,z), (15)

with an analogous expression for §;. The § are normal-
ized such that §(— co—>0) is the elastic phase shift.

Elastic scattering information is available for Kp, =,
and pp so that the [, pi(Db, 2) dz are approximately
known. However, there are no elastic scattering data
for the final states pp, K*(890)p, pA, fOAT *, and pA.
In the absence of this information we take

(16)

The elastic scattering data that are available indicate
that Eq. (16) is approximately true for the Kp and =p
systems. Equation (16) is sufficient for our analysis
because our amplitudes in the small # region are not
sensitive to detailed features of the density functions.

With these approximations (13) reduces to the
original form of the coherent-droplet model introduced
for charge exchange:

apn©P (b, 5) =K\ P (b/a) M exp(2i6er) 2i6e1,

prp=pup and pp,=ppsp.

7

where K°P is a dimensionless constant which can
depend on energy. The elastic phase shifts are con-
veniently parametrized by

exp(2i8e1) =[1—c exp(—b¥/a?)].

From the elastic scattering data,!® the meson-baryon
elastic parameters are determined to be approximately

a=4.5 (GeV/c)™, ¢=0.58, (19)
while the baryon-baryon parameters are approximately

a=4.5 (GeV/c), (20)

(18)

¢=0.91.

For the droplet model to be applicable it is necessary
that there be coherence of phase over the interaction
volume.® That is, the phase shift of the initial-state
particles in passing through the interaction volume and
the phase shift of the final-state particles should differ
by less than «. The condition which ensures coherence

VK. J. Foley, S. J. Lindenbaum, W. A. Love, S. Ozaki, J.
J. Russell, and L. C. L. Yuan, Phys. Rev. Letters 10, 376 (1963);
11, 503 (1963).
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of phase is
| M2+ mp?—mE—ma® | a(Prap) K. (21)

For the most inelastic reaction that we consider, namely,
wp—fOA* + this requires piap to be 8 GeV/c or greater.

To join the exponential tail of LRPE (8) smoothly
to the droplet amplitudes, we use an interpolation
similar to that introduced by Byers’:

apy™ (b, ) =Ry (1—aa) (3m) 12

B> \IAN/2 exp[—u! (B24a2) /2]
<b2+ a2> Du/(b2+ a?) 1/2:|x/2 ’ (22)
where [see Eq. (18)]
aa=c exp(—b?*/a?). (23)

For 5>>a these amplitudes have the required asymptotic
behavior (8), while for <@ they are smooth functions
of b similar in shape to the droplet amplitudes. The
absorption factor (1—ae) and the factor

[82/ (0> a2) a2
are included to make these amplitudes similar in shape
to the droplet amplitudes at small .

Since the droplet parameters K°P are unknown and
must be determined from experiment, we must check
in each reaction that the interpolation (22) does in fact
lead to a smooth joining of droplet and pion amplitudes.
For all the reactions we consider, (22) does lead to a
smooth joining.

VI. MODEL AMPLITUDES

Adding (22) and (17), we get the partial-wave
amplitudes of the droplet model with LRPE, namely,

apy (b, 5) =an®P (b, ) +an(, s). (24)

We emphasize that only the second term contains
LRPE. At large b, this term is uniquely determined by
the pion-pole residue. This term is real for all 5. At
small b, ) has the coherent-droplet-model form. Dif-
ferent interpolations of the long-range-pion effect into
the small-b region affect the behavior of ap; between
b <Sa and 6>>a. The main effect of different choices of
interpolation is that the real part of ap, is distributed
differently between Reapn®® and ap™ A particular
choice of interpolation serves to define ReK®P. We
found that different smooth interpolations do not pro-
duce significant changes in the behaviors of our ampli-
tudes at small —¢. Therefore, our assumption that the
large-impact-parameter collisions are dominated by
pion exchange has consequences that are insensitive to
the detailed features of our model.

The scattering amplitudes of our model, at high
energy and small #, are given by

Foy(s, ) =p' KnC2faP (1) +p' Royfm (s, ),  (25)

2 For our numerical calculations for each helicity flip A\, we
found the amplitude which has the largest pion-pole residue. We
used the exact partial-wave sum to calculate this amplitude. We
used this amplitude and Eq. (25) to define faxCP and fax".
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F16. 2. Fits to the data: (a) and (b) for ntp—p’A* + at 8 GeV/c; (c) for mtp—fOAt +at 8 GeV/¢; (d) for pp—nA* + at 10 GeV/c. The
parameters for these fits are given in Table ITI. The data in (a), (b), and (c) are from Refs. 1 and 2; the data in (d) are from Ref. 12,

where
FaCP(1) = / b db Tan(bn/—1) (/@) 1N exp(2iser) 2i6a
(26)
and
fore(5, 1) = [ 688 Tan(bv/—1) (1) (41
X(prg) oA

The fax°P and fay~ are real functions. The fa°P functions
depend only on #'. The presence of p’ in (27) yields
some energy dependence for the fa™ functions; the fa"
functions increase with decreasing u’, and the peaking
near =0 gets sharper. As s—, u’ decreases to p.

In Appendix C we give another interpolation of
LRPE to small b which allows the integral in (27) to
be evaluated analytically. This form is particularly

convenient for numerical estimates of the shapes and
magnitudes of the fa\™ for small #'. The expressions in
Appendix C are also convenient for considering the
energy dependence of fax"(s, ¢').

Since the fa®P and fm™ depend on helicities only
through A\, the differential cross section in our model
has the simple form

d 7max
T e I R (s, ) +Co explida) fuCP() |2, (28)

d_tl n=0
where n= | A\| and #max=1 for 05—03, #max=2 for

03—13, etc. The ®,™ are given by the residues Rp;™ as
follows:

G ={(p"/p)[7/ (25a+1) (255+1) ]
X X

Aa;NbiAe,Ad

| Ry™ [%6a,1a0312, (29)
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TasrE ITI. Residues and parameters used to calculate the theoretical curves. They are dimensionless (see text). The ®,* are deter-
mined from known decay widths. The C, and cos¢, are droplet-model parameters chosen to fit the data. (--+) indicates the parameter

was not used.

Reaction (momentum) ®Ro™ Co COS¢o (G Ci cospr  Re™ Ce cosps  Ry™ ®Ry™
atp—p’At +(8 GeV/c) 0.412 0.51 —0.55 0.363 0.16 0.115 0.072 0.075
wrp—fOAT +(8 GeV/c) 1.18 0.34 —0.87 1.24 0.13 0.556 0.031 0.019
7 p—p"n (11.2 GeV/c) 0.0250 0.28 0.0 0.0768 0.16 0.75 0.0203 0.095 .- eo
xtp—ptp (8.0 GeV/c) 0.0283 0.27 —0.725 0.0771 0.30 0.0207 0.088 ... .. .

K= p—K*(890)% (10.0 GeV/c) 0.0206 0.088 —0.5 0.0563 0.088 0.0179 0.019 ... oo
K~—p—K*(890) p (10.0 GeV/c) 0.0103 0.095 —0.75 0.0282 0.34 0.00895 0.20 e
pp—At *n (10 GeV/c) 0.0815 0.44 0.220 0.47 0.0792 0.25 0.00S
and the C, are related to the K,°? by VII. RESULTS
Co={(p'/p) [/ (25.+1) (25p+1) ] Here we present our fits to the data and our analysis
of the seven reactions (A)—(G). We consider first the
CcD |2 1/2
x )\a.)\%\c,)\dl Ko [ jani}12. - (30) two Class-I reactions (A)—(B). In Sec. IV we showed

To get information on the individual droplet param-
eters K°P, one must study density-matrix elements.
The differential cross section depends only on the cosine
of the phases ¢,; the cos¢, are given by

cosg, = (p'/p) [/ (25a+1) (255+1) J(R,"Cp) 2
X 2 Ry Re(Kn)bn,1an.

Aa,Nb, A, Nd

(31)

Although, from their definition, the cos¢, can vary
from —1 to 41, our requirement that the transition
between LRPE and the coherent-droplet form be
smooth in certain cases restricts the variation to a
smaller range.

Equation (28) is a simple and physical parametriza-
tion of the differential cross section which we use to
analyze the data on quasi-two-body reactions with pion
exchange. The pion amplitudes ®,"f," (s, ¢') are sharply
peaked at small # and are responsible for any structure
in the differential cross section for —#’ <u’2 The droplet
amplitudes C, exp[i¢n | fx°P(¢') describe the effects of
the low partial waves. They give relatively slowly
varying contributions to the differential cross section.
These contributions dominate for —#>>u'2.

The rapid variation of the differential cross section
for —# <u’? is model independent. The behavior of the
differential cross section in this region follows from our
assumptions that pion exchange dominates large-
impact-parameter collisions and that the partial-wave
amplitudes are smooth and slowly varying functions of
b. Near t'=0, one can regard the coherent-droplet model
as just a convenient parametrization of the large-(—1?)
data which gives an estimate of the low-partial-wave
contributions near /=0.

Our calculated amplitudes for —#>>u’? can be used
to test the coherent-droplet model. In this region LRPE
contributions are small. The larger the value of —#' the
more sensitive the amplitudes are to the detailed
features of the low partial waves.

that for Class-I reactions the pion-pole residue is largest
in the helicity amplitude with AN=0 and N,=)\. and
Ns=MAg. The LRPE contribution to this amplitude peaks
sharply at #/=0.

A. wtp—’AT * at 8 GeV/c

The Aachen-Berlin-CERN data* displayed in Figs.
2(a) and 2(b) clearly show a sharp rise for —#<0.03
(GeV/c)2 In Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), we show a fit to the
data using our model. The fit shown is a visual fit to
the data with the parameters Cy, Ci, and C, chosen to
fit the 0.3>—¢ 20.07 (GeV/c)? data and cose, chosen
to fit the shape and magnitude of the forward spike.
In our analysis we found C; to be small. Also, we found
the effect of interference between LRPE and the droplet
amplitudes for | AN| =1 and | AN| =2 to be small
compared to the contributions of AA=0 amplitudes.
For simplicity, we chose Cs, cos¢, cosgs, and cosg; to
be zero. The residues and parameter values for our fit
are given in Table III. For —#>0.3 (GeV/c)? the
coherent-droplet model fails to account for the data
(see Fig. 5). We expect the coherent-droplet model to
work over a larger region of ¢ at higher energies, when
the condition for phase coherence (21) is better satisfied.

In this reaction, there are high-statistics data for
—1#<0.03 (GeV/c)? [see Fig. 2(b)]. The shape and
magnitude of the differential cross section in this region
depend sensitively on the interference parameter cosgo.
This parameter gives information about the phases of
the small-b partial waves. Our fit shows that, roughly
speaking, there is no interference between LRPE and
the small-b partial waves. Three different helicity
amplitudes contribute to ®¢", Co, and cos¢o. LRPE
contributes mainly to the amplitude with {\}= (0, 3;
0,3). If we assume that this amplitude dominates the
AN=0 contribution to the differential cross section, our
fit implies that the small-b partial waves are mainly
imaginary. Since the high partial waves are real, the
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Frc. 3. (a) A fit to the data for
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theoretical curve includes only
P-wave «*r~ production. The
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at 8 GeV/c. The data are from
Ref. 1. The parameters for these
fits are given in Table ITI.
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phases of the partial-wave amplitudes must vary rapidly
near the surface of the interaction volume. If the droplet
contributions to other AA=0 amplitudes are large, we
can make no conclusions about the phase variation.

Another way to see that the data correspond to little
interference between LRPE and the small-b partial
waves is to note the following: The partial-wave ampli-
tudes of pion exchange (6) for 6>7 (GeV/c)™! con-
tribute 5.3 mb (GeV/c¢)™2 to the differential cross sec-
tion at #’=0. LRPE, defined to be these partial waves,
therefore accounts for the magnitude of the spike. LRPE
also accounts for its slope near /=0.

Our analysis shows that any simply modified OPE
model in which the low partial waves differ from OPE
in magnitude but are mainly real cannot account for
these data.

B. wtp—f0A++ at 8 GeV/c

The 8-GeV/c¢ data, shown in Fig. 2(c), show no
structure for —#'<0.1 (GeV/c)2 In particular, they
give no evidence for a spike as seen in 7Hp—p0AT +,

In this reaction, at 8 GeV/¢ the distance from the
physical region to the pion pole is large compared to
the pion mass squared; that is, u'*~6u2. One might thus
expect the pion effect to be small. The differential cross
section in the simple Born approximation, however, is
five times larger than the observed differential cross
section at ' =0. Furthermore, the discrepancy increases
as —¢ increases.

LRPE, however, is consistent with the data. The
partial-wave amplitudes of pion exchange (6) for 6>7
(GeV/c)™! contribute only 1.8 mb (GeV/c)~2 to the
differential cross section at #/=0. From Eq. (8), we see

2L See, e.g., J. D. Jackson, Rev. Mod. Phys. 37, 484 (1965) J D.

Jackson J. T. Donahue, K. Gottiried, R. Keyser and B. E. Y.
Svensson Phys. Rev. 139 B428 (1965)

0 020 02 030

that (u’)~! can be regarded as the range of the pion-
exchange interaction. The pion effect in 7Fp—f°A* * at
8 GeV/c is therefore broader than in #tp—p°AT + at the
same energy. Because interference is possible between
LRPE and the small-b partial waves, the pion effect in
the differential cross section at # =0 can be smaller or
larger than 1.8 mb (GeV/c)~2 A rise of 1.5 mb (GeV/
c)2for —#<0.04 (GeV/c)?is certainly consistent with
the data.

Our model does not provide a particularly convenient
parametrization for the differential cross section in this
reaction because u’ is large. LRPE contributions to
scattering amplitudes are important in a region of ¢
characterized by u'2. At 8 GeV/c, u'? is approximately
0.11 (GeV/c)2 Interference effects between LRPE and
the small-b partial waves at this energy can beimportant
in the entire range —#<0.3 (GeV/c)% Because the
final-state particle spins are large and interference effects
are important over such a large range of ¢/, do/dt’ in our
model (28) can depend importantly on too many
parameters (five droplet and five interference) to allow
a meaningful detailed fit to the available data. However,
for —#<0.1 (GeV/c)? the dominant contributions to
do/dt’ come from | AN | =0,1 amplitudes. Possible inter-
ference effects in AAN=0 amplitudes are much larger
than those in | A\ | =1 amplitudes. In Fig. 2(c) we show
a curve given by the model when only the three param-
eters Co, Cy, and cosgyg are used. Since there are so many
parameters in the coherent-droplet model for this reac-
tion, these data do not provide a good test for the model.
Our curve shows only that the coherent-droplet model
with LRPE is consistent with these data. While these
data are consistent with LRPE, they give no evidence
for LRPE because they show no structure near ¢ =0.
(See Sec. VIII for the possible effects of LRPE in this
reaction at higher energies.)
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For —#'>0.3 (GeV/c)?, the model cannot account
for the data. For —#>0.3 (GeV/c)? the data show a
broadening of slope which cannot be explained by the
coherent-droplet model. However, we expect the coher-
ent-droplet model to give good fits to the data over a
wider region of —¢ at higher energies when the mass
changes are smaller relative to the total energy.

Next we consider reactions in Class I, that is, reac-
tions for which m,7m. while the nucleon passes straight
through at the other vertex. For these reactions, we
showed in Sec. IV that the pion-pole residue is largest
for those helicity amplitudes for which A,=\. and
| »—Aa| =1. As a consequence, for the reactions we
consider, the LRPE contribution always dips in the
forward direction. If LRPE dominates at small —7/,
the differential cross section dips in the forward direc-
tion and peaks near '~—y? The details of the curva-
ture at small —# depend on the relative phases and
magnitudes of LRPE and the small-b partial waves, as
is shown in the various cases we discuss. Our model
cannot predict if the LRPE effect dominates at small
—1'. However, using the large-(—#) data, we can use
the model to predict whether the LRPE effect domi-
nates.

For the reactions in Class II, the change in wave-
lengths of the particles between initial and final states
is not as great as for the reactions in Class I. It is
characteristic of Class-IT reactions that the coherent-
droplet model fits the data over a larger range of ¢'.

C. mp—p'n at 11.2 GeV/c

The data shown in Fig. 3(a) indicate the LRPE effect
characteristic of reactions in Class II. The data include
non-p” background. Our fit to the data includes only the
long-range-pion contribution to p° production. The
parameter values for our curve are given in Table III.
Our curve has the shape indicated by the data, but for
—1'<0.06 (GeV/c)? it tends to be low. We can account
for this discrepancy by noting that LRPE can contrib-
ute to S-wave =z~ production. We estimate this effect
by calculating the LRPE contribution to the produc-
tion of an S-wave w7~ resonance near the mass of the
p using the Feynman diagram in Fig. 1(a). There are
only two independent helicity amplitudes for this reac-
tion, AN=0 and 1. Pion exchange contributes only to
the | AN| =1 amplitude. The # dependence of the
LRPE contribution to the | AN| =1 amplitude in S-
wave mtr~ production is the same as the corresponding
contribution to the | A\ | =1 amplitude in p° produc-
tion. If the LRPE effect in S-wave 7t7~ production is
209, of the | AN | =1 contribution in p production, its
inclusion improves the fit for —#<<0.06 (GeV/c)2.

D. mtp—otp at 8 GeV/c

Owing to isospin conservation, the LRPE effect in
this reaction is smaller by } than it is in the 7—p —p'%
at the same energy. However, owing to the energy
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dependence of the pion-exchange interaction, the LRPE
effect is as strong in 7+p—ptp at 8 GeV/c as it is in
7 p—p'n at 11 GeV/c. Since the large-(—¢') data are
of the same order of magnitude as in 7 p—p'n, we
expect to see a LRPE effect in the data. The LRPE
effect always has its maximum near ¢=-—0.015
(GeV/c)? and dips in the forward direction. The data
displayed in Fig. 3(b) are consistent with this behavior.
The curve in Fig. 3(b) indicates the type of structure
our model gives. The interference parameters cosdo and
cosgy are not well determined by the data. Since the
contributions of droplet and LRPE amplitudes are like
those in 7~ p—p", a different choice of cosde and coseés
could give similar structure to that shown in Fig. 3(a).
The values of the C, we found from the large-(—1¢)
data and the values of cos¢, we chose for the fit shown
in Fig. 3(b) are given in Table ITI. We note that the
data seem to indicate peaking near ¢ =—0.05 (GeV/c)2
Such structure could not be accounted for by our model.

E. pp—nAt+ at 10 GeV/c

The analysis of this reaction is similar to that of the
preceding two. Again the pion contribution peaks near
#'=—0.015 (GeV/c)? and dips in the forward direction.
In this reaction, owing to large statistical errors, the
large-(—¢#) data allow only a rough estimate of the
small-b partial-wave-amplitude contributions to the
differential cross section near ¢ =0 [see Fig. 2(d)]. We
find that LRPE and short-range interactions give com-
parable contributions for —#<0.04 (GeV/c)2. For
most parameter values, we find structure like that
shown by the curve in Fig. 2(d). The detailed features
of the curve, such as the depth of the dip and the
curvature, depend on the particular parameter values
chosen. More reliable estimates of the parameters
require data of higher statistical precision. The param-
eter values for the curve shown are given in Table III.

Note that in this reaction LRPE produces a dip in
the forward direction. In #p charge exchange, on the
other hand, it produces a sharp peak. This different
behavior follows from the different mass structure of
these reactions and the kinematic properties of pion
helicity vertex functions (see Sec. IV). The helicity
must flip at both pion vertices in #p charge exchange.
LRPE contributes to | AN | =0 and 2 amplitudes. The
helicity-flip-zero contribution dominates near ¢ =0 and
produces the spike.

F. K p—K*°(890)n at 10 GeV/c

Using the —#'>0.1 (GeV/c)? data, we estimate the
small-b partial-wave-amplitude contributions to the
differential cross section near #=0 to be 0.1 mb
(GeV/¢)~2 The magnitude of the long-range pion con-
tribution at #=-—0.015 (GeV/c)? is approximately
0.26 mb (GeV/c)~2 Thus, we find that the LRPE
contribution dominates the —#<0.05 (GeV/¢c)? dif-
ferential cross section. The LRPE effect is so large that
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Fi16. 4. Our fits to the data: (a) for K~p—K*(890)n and
(b) for K~ p—K*=(890) p at 10 GeV /c in the region 0< —#'<0.2
(GeV/c)2 These fits at larger —¢ are displayed in Fig. 5. The
data are from Ref. 11. The parameters are given in Table ITI.

0.02

there is some LRPE effect in the whole range — ¢’ <4u2.
LRPE produces a rise for —# <0.08 (GeV/¢)?, peaking
near —#'<0.015 (GeV/c)?, and a dip in the forward
direction. These features are illustrated in our fit shown
in Fig. 4(a). The parameter values for our fit are given
in Table III.

Detailed features of our fit, such as the depth of the
dip, the height of the maximum, and the curvature
from 0.02>—¢>0.1 (GeV/c)? depend on the param-
eters and might change with higher statistics and a
better determination of the parameters. The qualitative
features of the curve, the rise for —#<0.1 (GeV/c)?,
the peak near ' =—0.015 (GeV/c)?, and the dip in the
forward direction, follow only from the magnitude of
the large-(—#) data and the fact that for —¢<0.02
(GeV/e)?, do/dt' <3.5 mb (GeV/c)™2, as indicated by
the data. The model gives no dip in the forward direc-
tion, only in the extreme case that cospo=-1 and
cospy=—1. These conditions imply that the low partial
waves with AN=0 are real and in phase with the high
partial waves while the | A\ | =1 low partial waves are
real and 180° out of phase with the high partial waves.
This extreme case occurs for do/dt'~4 mb (GeV/c)™2
at '=0. Thus, for K—p—K**(890) z, the model predicts
a dip for —#<0.01 (GeV/c)? on the basis only of the
large-(—¢#) data and a lower limit for do/d¢’ at =0
given by the data. Since the entire dip is in the first bin
of the data, this prediction of the model requires higher
statistics for confirmation.

G. K—p—K*~(890)p at 10 GeV/c

In this reaction, by isospin conservation, the LRPE
contribution is four times smaller than in K—p—
K*(890)n. The —¢'>0.05 (GeV/c)? data require much
larger small-b partial-wave-amplitude contributions to
the differential cross section in this reaction. At small
—¢/, the LRPE contributions are swamped by the small-
b contributions. In Fig. 4(b) we present our fit to the
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data. The parameter values for the fit are given in
Table III.

The depth of the dip is controlled mainly by the
parameter cosgo. Our fit corresponds to large destructive
interference between LRPE and small-b partial waves
in the AN=0 partial-wave amplitudes. However, good
fits to the present data are obtained for any value of
cospy. For cospo=-+1, do/di’ would be approximately
0.2 mb (GeV/c)™2 at #=0. For —#'>0.05 (GeV/c)?,
the effects of varying cose, are negligible. In this reac-
tion the long-range pion effect is too small to be detected
with the available data. The peak in the data near ¢’ =
—0.1 (GeV/c)? and the dip in the forward direction
imply large contributions to the differential cross section
from | A\ | =1 droplet amplitudes.

To summarize, LRPE can produce both dips and
peaks characterized by a width u'2. In every reaction
we considered, the data near #=0 are consistent with
the presence of LRPE. Only for 7tp —»g°A* +at 8 GeV/c,
however, is the detailed structure caused by LRPE
firmly established. In the other reactions higher statis-
tics are required.

Our good fits to the data for 0.3>—¢>0.1 (GeV/c)?
indicate that the coherent-droplet model describes
approximately the partial-wave amplitudes for d<a.
The coherent-droplet model is a model for scattering
at infinite energies. At finite energies, the mass changes
in the reactions we consider partly destroy the coherence
of phase over the interaction volume. In Fig. 5 we com-
pare the coherent-droplet model with the data over a
large range of —¢' for the reactions np —p’A+ +, 7tp—
foat+  atp—ptp,  K—p—K*(890)n, and K p—
K*~(890) p. (The data points for small —¢ are omitted
because they are shown in previous figures.) In the
first two reactions the mass changes are large. In these
reactions the data deviate from the coherent-droplet
form for —#>0.3 (GeV/c)2 In the remaining reactions,
there is a mass change at only one vertex. In these
reactions the coherent-droplet model fits the data over
a larger range of —#'. As the energy increases, we expect
the deviations of the data from the coherent-droplet
form to occur at larger values of —¢ for all these reac-
tions.

In Sec. VIIT we discuss the energy dependence of
LRPE. :

VIII. ENERGY DEPENDENCE

Before we consider the energy dependence of the
LRPE contribution to the differential cross section, we
review briefly the well-known energy dependence of
pion exchange in the simple Born approximation. For
reactions with one independent coupling mode at each
pion vertex, the differential cross section for pion
exchange in the Born approximation has the form

do/dt=(G/pra?) [1/ (t—u2)%]
X D_ (ma_ mc) 2]nac—D_ (ma+mc) 2]"7ac+

X [t— (my—ma) "] t— (mytmg) 2 Joat.  (32)
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Here G is independent of s and ¢. It depends on coupling
constants and the masses, spins, and parities of particles
a, b, ¢, and d. The powers 7.+ and g+ are integers that
depend on the spins and parities of particles ac and bd,
respectively. Expressions for these factors have been
given, for example, by Jackson and Hite® and by
Frampton.2? At fixed ¢, do/dt in (32) decreases with
increasing energy like p1., 2 For Class-I reactions £ and
t' are different at finite energies. For these reactions it
is interesting to consider (32) at fixed #. For Class-I
reactions, a fixed value of ¢ corresponds to values of —¢
which decrease with increasing energy..For Class-1
reactions in which (m,—m.)Z>u? and (mpy—ma) >u?,
the differential cross section peaks sharply for —(<u?
and is concave. Thus, as the energy increases, the Born
approximation at fixed ¢ decreases more slowly than
P1ab 2 and the peaking near =0 becomes sharper.

We consider next the energy dependence of LRPE.
At large b, the partial waves of pion exchange are given
by Eq. (8):

ap (b, $)=Rp" (3m) "2 exp (—u'0)/ (WB) . (8)

When the range of the pion-exchange interaction p'~*
is energy independent, the energy dependence of

2 See, e.g., J. D. Jackson and G. E. Hite, Phys. Rev. 169, 12438
(1968) ; P. H. Frampton, Nucl. Phys. B7, 507 (1968).

11 1 1 11 L1
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)= |1t L (GeViE)?

LRPE is determined by the factor Rpy™ and is the same
as in the Born approximation. For Class-II reactions
w'~~u for piap in the GeV region. For Class-I reactions,
however, 1’ is greater than u at finite energies. For these
reactions p’ decreases with increasing energy. The
exponential factor exp(—u'd)/(u'b)*in (8), therefore,
increases with increasing energy; the larger the value of
b, the larger the increase. Since the large-b partial waves
increase in magnitude relative to the small-b partial
waves, LRPE decreases with increasing energy more
slowly at fixed # than the Born approximation. For
uw>>u, the difference in energy dependence can be
significant at small —#. In Appendix C we give analytic
expressions which approximate the LRPE contribution
to scattering amplitudes. These expressions give numer-
ical estimates for the magnitude of these energy-
dependent effects. :

To illustrate the energy dependence of the long-range
pion contribution in a particular reaction, we consider
wHp —>fOA+ + between 8 and 16 GeV/c. In this interval,
1’2 decreases from 6u? to 3u?. In the Born approximation,
the differential cross section at =0 decreases from
12.0 mb (GeV/c)~2 at 8 GeV/c to 6.64 mb (GeV/c)™2
at 16 GeV/c. The long-range pion contribution to the
differential cross section at # =0 decreases more slowly.
An estimate of this contribution is obtained by con-
sidering the"partial-wave amplitudes of the simple Born
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approximation (6) for 8>7 (GeV/c)™* only. These
partial waves contribute 1.8 mb (GeV/c)~2 at 8 GeV/c
and 1.73 mb (GeV/c)~2 at 16 GeV/c; that is, the long-
range pion contribution at #=0 is roughly constant in
this energy interval. It is not possible to give the effect
of LRPE on the differential cross section at 16 GeV/¢
without knowing the phases and magnitudes of the
partial waves with <7 (GeV/c)~.. The coherent-
droplet model does not give the energy dependence of
either the droplet or interference parameters. We dis-
cuss the effect of LRPE at 16 GeV/c under various
assumptions about the droplet and interference param-
eters. We consider only interference effects in zero-
helicity-flip amplitudes because the long-range pion
contribution to helicity-flip amplitudes is not important.
We consider only helicity-flip-zero and -one droplet
amplitudes because only these contribute significantly
for —#<0.1 (GeV/c)2

If we assume that at 16 GeV/c there is no interference
between LRPE and the small-b partial waves, LRPE
produces a spike with a magnitude of 1.8 mb (GeV/c)™2.
This spike is similar in shape to the spike seen in 7+p—
p"At + at 8 GeV/c. It rises above the slowly varying
low-partial-wave contributions whose magnitude is not
given by our model.

If we assume constructive interference between
LRPE and the small-b partial waves at 16 GeV/c, the
spike is larger and broader than in the absence of inter-
ference. Similarly, if we assume a small amount of
destructive interference, the spike is smaller and
narrower than in the absence of interference. If we
assume large destructive interference, the structure at
small —¢ depends on the values of the droplet param-
eters. If, for example, the droplet parameters are such
that in the absence of interference the small-b partial-
wave contributions at #=0 are greater than or com-
parable to the long-range pion contributions, then com-
plete destructive interference in zero-helicity-flip ampli-
tudes would give a dip in the forward direction.

To summarize, LRPE produces a spike in =tp—
foAt+ at 16 GeV/c for most assumptions about the
energy dependence of the droplet and interference
parameters. The shape and magnitude of the differential
cross section for —#<u’? depends sensitively on inter-
ference between LRPE and the small-b partial waves in
zero-helicity-flip amplitudes. A measurement of the
differential cross section in the region would give infor-
mation about the phases of the small-b partial waves
with helicity flip zero.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we consider the helicity vertex func-
tions for the vertex car when the mass, spin, and parity
of particles ¢ and @ are arbitrary.

The pion helicity vertex function can be written in
terms of the collinear matrix element as follows?:

(ey 0, Ne; e |]1r<0) l Dar 0, Naj Sa)
= 2 dnro(w)dun(—0)

pou!

X', 0,15 50| 72(0) [ 0,0, "5 5), (A1)
where?
pe' = {[—t+ (me—ma) * L — t4 (metma) 2]/ 4ma*} 12,
(A2)
pe’ cosw= (pEs— poF. cost) /ma, (A3)
b’ sinw=— (m./m,) po sind, (A4)
b’ €080’ = — (poEc— pcE, cosb) /ma, (AS)
p.’ sind’ = p, sind. (A6)

The collinear matrix element can be expanded using the
Wigner-Eckart theorem?4%:

<Pc/; 0, u; e !]1(0) l 0,0, :“,; Su>
= Z C<SC; L, a5 1, 0, u) Teerar (8, me, Ma) . (A7)
L

Here L is the relative orbital angular momentum of the
pion and particle c.

Parity conservation imposes the following restriction
on L:

<_1)L=_7la77a7 (AS)

where 7, and 7, are the intrinsic parities of particles ¢
and a.

From nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, which is
valid near p,/=0, one finds that as p,—0 the reduced
matrix elements 7% (¢, m,, m,) vanish at least as fast
as (p.') L. Since p./ vanishes like [{— (m,—m,) V2, one
can write

TSCSGL(t, M,y ma) = [t_ (mc_ma)2]u2fscsalz(t7 e, ma))
(A9)

where f*ee;, is finite at {= (m,—m,)% Similar considera-
tions for the decay of a pion with mass 4/¢ into particle
a and the antiparticle of ¢ show that near ¢= (m.+m,)?,

fscSaL(ty M, ma) « [t— (mc_l_ma) ZJL/IZ’ (AIO)

where L’ is the minimum allowed relative angular
momentum of ¢ and the antiparticle of ¢. For @ and ¢
bosons, L'= L; for fermions, L’ is either L+1 or L—1.

2 G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 18, 65 (1962).

2 M. E. Rose, Elementary Theory of Angular Momentum
(Wiley, New York, 1957).

% 1., Durand, III, P. C. DeCelles, and R. B. Marr, Phys. Rev.
126, 1882 (1962).
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The behavior of the helicity vertex functions near {=
(m.+m,)? is not important in determining the behavior
of the long-range pion contribution to the differential
cross section near t=0. We, therefore, do not make
explicit the behavior (A10) in succeeding formulas.

Using (A7) and (A9), we rewrite (A1) in such a way
that the behavior of the helicity vertex functions for
small ¢ can be determined easily:

(bey 0, \e; 56 ,]r(o) I Pay 0, Aq; Sa)
= LZ dM vsc(w) dll asa(_gl)c(su L) Su; ,Lb, 0; ”)
b

X I:_ t+ (mc—ma) 2:llefsbsaL (t, s ma) .

We see immediately that all helicity vertex functions
with m.=m, vanish as {—0 at least as fast as (—¢) L2,
where L> | s;—s, | and (—1)E= —yn,.

For all scattering reactions with pion exchange for
which there are data at present, the spin parity of one
of the particles, either ¢ or @, is either 0~ or 3*. If we
take s, to be either 0~ or 3+, the sum over L in (A11)
includes only one term due to the restrictions (A7)
and (A8).

When only one value of L is allowed, the helicity
vertex function can be written

(bes 0, e 56 IJW(O) I Pa> 0, \a; Sa)

(A11)

= I/V)\c)\ascsaL (wi 0,) TSCSEL(t7 Me, ma): (AlZ)
where 7%y, is defined in (A12) and
Waateel(o, 0) = 20 dao(w) da*(—0)
u
XC(SG) L, 545 1,0, l‘) . (A13>

The relative magnitudes of helicity vertex functions
with different (\;, \;) depend only on Wi % (w, 6)
and not on 7T%#e;. For 5,=0, the sum over x in (A13)
contains only u=0; for s,=%, the sum contains only
p==3.

For m.#m,, & and 6’ are proportional to_f as 6—0.
Thus, as 6—0,

Mo (w, 0) « (/=) hal - (A14)

Unless f¢<*«7, vanishes at ¢’ =0, for m,m, all the helicity
vertex functions vanish like the minimum power of
4/ (—1') required to conserve angular momentum. This
behavior has the consequence that for —¢ sufficiently
small, the largest helicity vertex functions are those
with the smallest amount of helicity flip.

For m,=m, and | p.| = | pa|, @ and ¢ are not pro-
portional to 6 for small 6, in contrast to the unequal-
mass case. Under these conditions, #’=7+w and =
0'+w. As 60, o——237r and 0—>3im. As a result of the
different behavior of w and ¢, the relative magnitudes
of the helicity vertex functions at small ¢ are different
in the equal-mass case from the relative magnitudes in
the unequal-mass case.
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We consider first the most important equal-mass
vertex, the nucleon-nucleon vertex. For m.=m, and
| pe| = | pal, then &’ =m+w. For Ae=\,=\, we find

W (v, 7+w) =0. (A15)
For \o=—X\,=)\, we find
Wi (0, 74w) =1/V3. (A16)

Thus for | p.| = | ps |, the nucleon-pion vertex function
vanishes for all ¢ when \,—X\,=0. When | \,—)\,| =1,
it vanishes like v/(—1).

Next we determine the relative magnitudes of helicity
vertex functions near =0 for the equal-mass case when
the parities of ¢ and ¢ and the spin of ¢ are arbitrary
and s,=0 or 3. At =0, for m,=m,, w=—3%m and §'=
L7. We consider first s,=3%. Then at t=0, Wy »,**%(w, 6")
becomes

Wra i =dm dm) = % da(—br)dad(—3e)
p=dz3

XC(se) L, %; 1,0, ). (A17)
Using?
C (1, J2y a5 a1, Moy mg) = (— 1) Irkin—is
XC( j1, Jo, J3; —m, —ma, —ms)  (A18)
and!
d(—3m) = (—1) 7,/ (—3m),  (A19)
we rewrite (A17) in the following form:
Wil (—3m, 3m) =C(se, L, 33 5, 0, %)
X[1=nana(—1)2 e Jdp, 2 (—3m) dp} (—3m), (A20)
where we have also used (A8). Thus we find
) W3 (—gm, 3m) =0 (A21)
! Mane (— 1) Mre=1. (A22)
However, we find
. WhaaldL(—3m, §m) #0 (A23)
§ Nae(—1) Moo= —1, (A24)

Therefore, for equal-mass pion vertices with s,=3%, for
small ¢ and n,=7n., helicity vertex functions with
| \a—X:| = (even) are smaller in magnitude than the
helicity vertex functions with | A,—X\.| = (odd). The
well-known behavior of the nucleon-pion vertex func-
tion is a special case of this result. For the same condi-
tions on the masses, spins, and {, but with 5= —n,,
helicity vertex functions with | No—X.| =(odd) are
smaller in magnitude than the helicity vertex functions
with | \a—X; | = (even).

The results of the previous paragraph for s,=% hold
also for s,=0. For s,=0, there is an additional result,
namely, the pion helicity vertex function vanishes for
all ¢ unless

(—=1)*e=—7n4. (A25)
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These results can be proved simply using (A13) and
known properties of dop*(3).

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we give detailed expressions for the
pion helicity vertex functions for the reactions we con-
sidered in this paper. The vertex functions are calculated
in perturbation theory. Perturbation theory gives the
most general helicity dependence of the vertex functions.

Our notation is as follows: P,= (E,, p. sind, 0, p. cosh),
P,=(E, 0,0, p,), and P,Pt=m? The momentum
transfer is i= (P,—P.)2 We denote the spin-1 polariza-
tion vector by e, and the spinor for spin § by #. The
spinor # is normalized by

a(\, P)u(\, P) =1.
The spinor for spin § was constructed using
u, (N, P)
= % C(L 5N =N, Ne.(N, P)u(A\—N\, P). (B2)

(B1)

Similarly, the spin-2 polarization tensor e, was con-
structed as follows:

el"'()‘; pP)= Z C(I) 1,2 )\,3 >‘_)‘,7 \)
N

Xe, (N, P)e,(\ =\, P). (B3)

Note that the single-particle helicity states in this
appendix are type-“1”’ states in the notation of Jacob
and Wick." In constructing scattering amplitudes one
must use type-“1” states at one vertex and type-“2”
states at the other. The vertex functions for type-“2”
particles differ by a factor (—1)seetsa=e from those
for type-“1’ particles. These phase factors are impor-
tant in determining the absolute phases of the partial-
wave amplitudes and in calculating density-matrix
elements.

Vertex: 170~0~; coupling mode: ¢,( P, \;) P>

u(Pe, 1) P=F (p, sinf) /V2, (B4)
eu(Pey 0) Pot= (p.Ey— poE. cosb) [ms. (B5)

Vertex: 2+0~0~; coupling mode: e, (P, A;) Po#Po’.
€ (Pe, £=2) PitP,» =1 p,? sin, (B6)

ur(Poy 1) PPy =F (pcEo— poE. cosh) p, sinb/my,

(B7)
em'(PC; 0) PP, = ('\/%) (PcEa'_PaEc cosf)?/m.?

— (V) pasin®.  (BS)
Vertex: $+3+0~; coupling mode: @(Pe, N.) v5%(Pay Na) .

(Pe, )51t (Pa, 3) =n— cos3b, (B9)
@(Pe, —3)vsuu(Pay 3) = —1y-singd,  (B10)
@(Pe, 3)vstt(Pay, —%) =—ny singd,  (B11)

@(Pey —3)vsu(Pay —%) =—n_costo. (B12)

STEVENS 1

In these expressions 7. is given by

- [ (Ec+mc) (Ea+ma) ]1/2 [ Da 4 Pe :|
ks Amm, E,+m, Ec+ M )
(B13)

Vertex: $t310~; coupling mode: @, (P, \e) Pobt4(Pay Na) .
u(Pey 3) Pt Pay 3) = —n-"(pa sinf/V2) cosz6, (B14)
u(Pe, 3) Pou(Pay —%) = —n4' (pa sind/V2) singf,  (B15)
G (Pe, 3) Pau(Pa, ) = (V)1 'L (peEa— puE. cosb)/m.]

X cos30+n,’ (pa sind/A/6) sinf, (B16)
@u(Pe, 5) Pit(Pa, —3) = (/301 [ (peEa—paE. o8, /m.]

X sinkf—n_' (p, sind/+/6) cosih. (B17)
In these expressions ny is given by
SR o O
The parity-conservation constraint,
Uy (Pey No) Patts(Pa, Na) = (— 1)z, (Po, — o)
XPgu(Pey —Na), (B19)

can be used to determine all the other @,P u for the
vertex 1510~

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we introduce an interpolation of
LRPE to small & which yields expressions for scattering
amplitudes which are particularly simple. These expres-
sions give convenient numerical estimates of the long-
range pion contribution to scattering amplitudes. We
introduce the interpolation

apy'™=Ry™ (0% (0*+ajan?) )14/
XK an (' (84 a1a0n2) 12),

where @\ is a parameter. Varying @y gives a family
of different interpolations of LRPE to small 4. For this
family of interpolations, fa'" is given by

(s, )= /bdb I (b/— 1) [0/ (02+ayan2) J14M2

(C1)

XEm @ (04aim?)?). (C2)
Integrating, we find?
fa(s, ) = (—1) @iz /) v
XLajan/ (2= OV ]K 1 (@an) (w2—1)12). (C3)

We see immediately from Eq. (C3) that fan'" has a pole
at t=u? with residue — (—1)22, The position and
residue of the pole are independent of @ja\. The value
of fa'™ away from ¢=u? does depend on @y, that is,

% G. N. Watson, Theory of Bessel Functions (Cambridge U. P.,
Cambridge, 1966), p. 416.



1 FORWARD PEAK STRUCTURE IN QUASI-TWO-BODY REACTIONS

it depends on the way in which LRPE is interpolated
to small d. Since there is no unique way to make this
interpolation, we must make an arbitrary choice. In our
calculations we used the interpolation Eq. (22). Here
we show how fa/" can be used to approximate fa"
[see Eq. (27)].

The functions fa" depend on the two elastic scattering
parameters ¢ and a. For meson-baryon scattering ¢=
0.58 and ¢=4.5. We can effectively take into account
the absorption appropriate to meson-baryon scattering
contained in fa™ by choosing ¢p=>5.25 (GeV/c)™! and
a1=6.2 (GeV/c)™!in fa'". For AN=0 and u'=up, the
equality for=fo'" is valid to 5%, for —t<u% For p'=
1.5u, the equality fo"=/f,' is valid to 109, for —¢'<u'2
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For AA=1 and p'=p, the equality fir=f'" is valid to
109, for —t<2u?. For p’=1.5p, the equality fir=f,'" is
valid to 159, for —#<2u’. For baryon-baryon scatter-
ing the absorption in fa~ is larger. For this case, for
AN=0 and AA=1 and p'=p, fa"=fm'" within 159 for
—1<u? when ¢,=6.25 (GeV/c)™! and ¢;=6.75 (GeV/
c) .

Note that Eq. (C3) gives the energy dependence of
LRPE at #/=0 to be

Jo' (s, 1'=0) = (=1) @12 (ao/p’) Ky (aou’) . (C4)

For ay nonzero and energy independent, f,'*(s, #=0)
decreases with energy more slowly than the Born
approximation, which is given by the limit ao=0.
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Pion-Pion Scattering Information from e-e+ —=—=n+yT

M. J. Crevurz* AND M. B. EINHORN
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center, Stanford University, Stanford, California 94305
(Received 29 December 1969)

We show how the reaction e“e*—n"n%y can be used to study the dipion system in states of even charge
conjugation (and even angular momentum). In particular, its utility for experimentally investigating an

I=0, J=0 resonance (e meson) is discussed in detail.

INTRODUCTION

O lowest order in the fine-structure constant «, the

reaction e"+e*—H (H being any neutral hadronic
system) produces only final states with charge conjuga-
tion (C) odd and angular momentum (J) equal to
unity. This property is one of the primary advantages
of electron-positron colliding beam experiments; i.e.,
it allows the careful experimental study of a specific
hadronic channel. Already this reaction has yielded
beautiful results on the pion' and kaon? form factors
as well as the three-pion final state.2? However, this
property is at the same time one of the limitations of
electron-positron storage rings, since one would also
like to investigate experimentally other hadronic chan-
nels. In a previous paper,* we showed how one could
use reactions of the form

e +et—HA+,

where v is a hard photon, to study hadronic systems

t Work supported by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission.

* NSF Graduate Fellow.

17. E. Augustin ef al., Phys. Letters 28B, 508 (1969); V. L.
Auslander ef al., ibid. 25B, 433 (1967).

2 J. E. Augustin et al., Phys. Letters 28B, 517 (1969).

87, E. Augustin ef al., Phys. Letters 28B, 513 (1969).

4 M. J. Creutz and M. B. Einhorn, Phys. Rev. Letters 24, 341
(1970) (hereafter referred to as L).

with even C. Although the hadrons H may emerge
from this reaction with either even or odd C, quantum
electrodynamics plus knowledge of the cross section
for e+e¢t—H allows one to remove the odd-C con-
tribution. Consequently, the effects of the production
of hadronic states with even C can be isolated and
studied in a model-independent way. We have illus-
trated* the method of analysis by considering the
reaction
e +tet—r+art4r.

In this expanded discussion we will present the details
of the analysis and consider further experimental prob-
lems and theoretical implications.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Sec. I we
summarize the theoretical predictions and experimental
results bearing on the existence of an I=0, J=0 dipion
resonance (the e meson). In Sec. II we discuss the
kinematics of the reaction being considered. We in-
clude here a brief discussion of how such an experiment
may be analyzed and discuss some features of the
Dalitz plot. In Sec. III a particular model for estimat-
ing the order of magnitude of the contribution from
the € meson is presented. In Sec. IV we discuss the
constraints that unitarity imposes on the production
amplitude. We point out in particular that there is no
simple analog here of the Fermi-Watson final-state



